I. INTRODUCTION
E. Kleinfeld in1994 [1] proved that a prime non-associative Weakly Novikov ring (x, y, z) = (x, z, y) must be Strong Novikov. Again Kleinfeld in 1996 [2] proved that a semi prime ring of characteristic ≠ 2 satisfying the variations of the Novikov identities (x y) z = (x z) y and (x, y, z) = -(x, z, y) is associative. In the another paper of Kleinfeld [3] , it is proved that a prime right alternative ring with minimum condition on right ideals which satisfies the identity (w, x, yz) = y (w, x, z) must be associative.
Lastly, K. Subhashini in [4] has proved that, if R is a prime (-1,1) ring of characteristic ≠ 2, 3 then R must be commutative and associative.In this paper, first we prove that, a Weak Novikov identity is a Strong Novikov identity. Using this condition of Weak Novikov identity, we prove that an antiflexible ring of characteristic ≠ 2, 3 is either an alternative ring (or) strongly (-1, 1) ring.
II. PRELIMINARIES
A ring is said to be antiflexible ring if it satisfy the identity
The identity (w, x, y z) = y (w, x, z) ------ (2) is known as Weak Novikov identity.
Where as the identity x(yz) = y(xz) ------ (3) is refered as Strong Novikov identity. The nucleus N of any ring is defined as
An alternative ring R is a ring in which (x x) y = x (x y), y (x x) = (y x) x, for all x, y in R.
------(7)
These equations are known as the left and right alternative laws respectively.
A right alternative ring R satisfying the identity ( (R, R), R) = 0 is called a strongly (-1,1) ring.
Lemma 2.1 : Let n N then (R,N)  N.
Proof: Let w, x, y, z  R and n  N.
We now take a turn letting one of four elements in Teichmuller identity (4) be in the nucleus N. Thus
(n x, y, z) = n (x, y, z)
By using equations (5), (1), (10), (1) and (9), we have W = n in (5) n (x, y, z) = (x, y, z) n (by (5) ) = (z, y, x) n (by (1) ) = (z, y, x n) ( by (10) ) = (x n, y, z) ( by (1) ) = (x, n y, z) (by (8) ) = (x, y, n z) ( by (9) ) = (x, y, z) n ( by (10) ) = (x, y, z n) ( by (10) ) = (x, y, n z)
The nucleus N of R is an ideal such that NA = 0. If R is prime and non-associative ring then N = 0.
Proof: For arbitrary elements x, y, z  R and n  N.
From (2), we have (x, y, z n) = z (x, y, n) = 0 also from (10) (x, y, n z) = (x, y, z n) = 0.
Therefore N is both left and right ideal have an ideal of R.
Again using (2) and (5), we have , b) ,(x, x, y)) = -(y, (x, x, (a, b) 
In D(x, y, z) = (x, (yz)) + (y, (zx)) + (z, (x, y)) = 0 Put y = (R, R, R) an arbitrary associator and apply (5), then we have
Let I be the linear span of the alternators in R.
Obviously I is an ideal of R.  Lemma 2. 5: Let I be an ideal of an antiflexible ring with characteristic ≠ 2, 3 then (a) ann(I) = {x  R/ xI = Ix = 0} is an ideal.
(b) ANN(I) = { x  ann(I) / (I, R, x) = 0 } is the largest ideal of R containing in ann(I).
Proof :
By virtue of B(x, y, z) = (x, y, z) + (y, z, x) + (z, x, y) = 0
Then we claim that ann(I) is an ideal.
Let t  I, h  ann(I), k  ANN(I) and x, y  R.
Since ANN(I)  ann(I)
We know that all six associators 
